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Testimony of Na Kokua - QP/EIS, NPS.

JUSTIFICATION FOR THE FORPGOING COMMENTS.

1. FAIIURE 70O OCOMPLY WITH P,L, 95-625:

° fThe law provides that, among other things, the park shall function as
a center for the perpetuation of traditional native activities and
culture; that it shall provide a resource for the enjpyment of such
traditional culture by local residents as well as visitors,

° He find that the draft @ makes it impossible for native Hawalians to
practice and perpetuate traditional cultural activities and cultural
activities, as called for in the law and as called for in the Spirit
of Honokohau document which was the basis and motivation of Congress in

passing this law,

1.

3._

4.

It fractures and divides integrated activities into zones which

prevent -the exercise of traditional cultural activities. The zones
need to be re-conceptualized and re-configured. :

The park plan falls to recognize this area for what it traditionally
has been: a fishing village node in a complex, mauka-to-kal-waho
(offshore) socio-economic system. As such, the QP particularly
fails todncorporate the use and role of the near-shore and off-shore
waters with the land based village areas, This is a typical failure
of Western Civilization thinking, which is used to carving up land
into private pleces and leaving oceans and lakes for public sewers.
This thinking, this plan, would result in Hawailians having only a
base camp with no place and no méans of practicing and perpetuating
the single cultural activity which is absclutely fundamental to the
existence of a fishing village: fishing in the traditional manner,
with the traditional relaticaships to on—shore‘activities.

The Park plan fails to present ard provide a role for the Kohanaiki
shoreline lands which it acknowledges as being called for inclusion
per law, It is not encugh to say these lands should be included.
The use and role of these lands, together with the abutting ocean
area, must be presented, because to the native Hawaiians these part-
icular areas have a fundamental, key role in the entire cultural
concept embodied in the Spirit of Honokohau.

The @P is fundamentally oriented to preservation and interpretation
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Testimony of Na Kokua - GMP/EIS, NPS.

5.

* It presents an obsession

of what westerners call"archeclogical features.'
with preservation and scientific investigation and interpretation throughout
the entire park. While this may be appropriate for those zones primarily
oriented to casual visitors, the park is fundamentally unacceptable and
intrusive in those portions of the park which are primarily to support native

Hawaiian cultural activities.

a. It should be left to the Native Hawaiian commmity, and from them, to
those Native Hawaiians directing the cultural affairs within the tradit-
ional zones, how in fact burial sites, fishpond walls and other ancient
features are to be maintained or used. These features may well be a key, 2
integral part of an active, healthy culture, and not monuments to a west-

erner's view of our own culture,

b. The location of the proposed replica of a native Hawaiian village is
essentially inappropriate by its total dislocation from a proper siting
near the ocean., Pulling this replica away from the ocean just to give
tourists a "safe", low impact place to put cultural artifacts into a 4
social perspective only results in more objectifying of our culture as
something that can be contained in compounds or reservations. It would
be better to re-think the requirements of visitor involvement, rather
than to distort cultural images to suit mass visitations,

The GMP fails to provide a role and context for the existing families now
living within the park boundaries. We believe these people have a positive,
holistic role to play in all of the preservation, interpretation, and
perpetuation functions of the park as called for by law. It is clear from 5
the draft that the NPS has missed this role and these relationships entirely.
Their present activities in dealing with these families, in actually under-
taking to force them off the land today, underscores this very serious and
fundamental flaw.

Tt will be impossible to provide accurate, meaningful, interpretive features
and activities without the Hawaiian culture being allowed to flourish there.
Replication without living roots is not real, and not what either native
Hawaiian, other local residents, or the visitor public wants.
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Testimony of Na Kokua - QMP/EIS.

Na Hoapili Advisory Commission was never appointed. It is absolutely clear
that the intent of the law was to have this body convened and to provide

direction to the NPS in its creation of the park plan, not to mention the 6
later operation of the park.

1, The result, the draft @, reflects thig, in all the ways described here,
2. Furthermore, the NPS has failed, in fact, ignored the overtures from - 7
Hawailan organizations for collaboration in planning. It has refused to
consider the documented input received from Na Kokua, without discussion.

1

QONCLUSION/ SUMMARY

* . The entire park was generated by the vision of the original Honokohau Study
Advisory Commission's report, The Spirit of Honokohau.

* The vision, and the cultural values that had to be reduced to western words,
would be crushed by implementation of .the current draff P,

* The NPS has failed in every respect to accommodate Hawaiians and Hawaiian culture
in the development of the park &P, and the plan fails to allow for native
Hawaiian cultural activities to be perpetuated due to the wholesale deficiencies
cited above.

* The NPS has riot cbserved the intent of P.L. 92-346, H.R. 11774, which has not
been terminated by any provision of the Act. It is specifically stated that )

“the Honokohau Mational Historical Landmark... ..enoofrrpasses unique and nationally 8
significant cultural, historical, and archeclogical rescurces and believes it
may be in the national interest,..to preserve and interpret those resources...
The Congress further believes that it is appropriate that the preservation and
interpretation at that site be managed and performed by native Hawaiians, to
the extent practical, and that training opportunities be provided such persons
in management and interpretation of those.,.resources."

% The G does not accede to the mandate of the above act that “The Secretary
shall submit to the President and the Congress...a report of the findings
resulting from the study. The report of the Secretary shall contain, butnot be
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Testimony of Na Kokua - GMP/EIS, NPS.

limited to, findings with respect to the historic, cultural, archeological,
scenic, and natural values of the resources involved and recomendations for
preservation and interpretation of those resources, including the role of
native Hawaiians relative to the management and performance of that preservat-
ion and interpretation AND providing to them of training opportunities,.."

* The NPS was required by P.L. 92-346 to give preference in hiring-and training
Hawaiians. There were five procedures for preferential hiring of Hawaiians
and dealing with civil service requirements (study report, pp. 59, 60, 61).
None of these factors have been addressed in the GMP. 9

*® IT IS IMPERATIVE that the NPS address all aspects of both P.L. 95-625, Sec, 505
and P.L., 92-346 and comply with the mandates of both Acts, as well.as:the :Spirit
of Honokohau, the Study report, in order that all aspects intended be fulfilled.

Respectfully submitted,

Na Kokua Kalcko-Honokchau, Inc,

By its Board of Directors: D. K. Akaka, Jr., G. Applegate, Fred Cachola,
Keola Childs, John DeFries, L. Mikahala Genovia, K. Greenwell, P,
Kanakaole Kanahele, H. K. Kane, E. I. Kealanahele, S. K. Morse,

b, K. Roy, Jr., G. A. Stepp, M. C. Thompson. .

Attachments: IRS Letter of approval of application for recognition of

exemption. :
Chartér and By-Laws of Na Kokua Kaloko-Honokohau.
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Response to Na Kokua Kaloko-Honokohau (Keola
Childs/David Roy)

1,

Like the Spirit of Ka-loko Hongo-k&-hau study report, the plan
divides Kaloko-Honokdhau into zones. Management zoning schemes
are prescribed for all general management plans prepared for units of
the national park system. These zones are not intended in any way to
prevent the exercise of traditional Hawaiian cultural activities.

2. .
The plan, on pages 41 and 44, calls for the restoration and traditional
use of Kaloko-HonokShau’s cultural resources. The fishponds of the
national park are noted to be "the most appropriate resource for this.
kind of treatment." Re-establishing traditional Hawaiian aquaculture
would also encompass Kaloko-Honokohau’s of fshore waters, pending
designation of this area either as a fisheries management area or a
marine life conservation district by the State DLNR. Other park
resources to be restored for traditional use include the park’s
numerous Hawaiian agricultural features, the heiau, and possibly the
holua. To ensure that needed restoration work is carried out in the
traditional manner, the plan calls for consultation with knowledgeable

~Hawaiian individuals and organizations,

3.

The K.ohanaiki lands within the authorized boundaries of the national
historical park, when acquired by the National Park Service, will be
managed for the preservation, interpreation, and perpetuation of the
traditional native Hawaiian cultural resource values they contain.
National Park Service management would seek to protect and preserve
this area’s natural and marine resources as well. No facility
developments are proposed on these lands. The existing 4-wheel drive
road running along the coast would be maintained as a walking trail.

4,

The purpose of the replica village at the proposed site is to keep
development and the large numbers of visitors expected in the national
park away from fragile and sensitive park resources, and apart from
where in-depth Hawaiian cultural activities would be occurring.
Moreover, as the plan states, no cultural artifacts are to be placed at
the replica viilage. The alternative would be not to have a replica
village development or to provide visitor access to the cultural
education complex.

5. ,
See response #4 to State Senator Malama Solomon’s writien testomony
of Qctober 26, 1992,

6

Section 505(f)(7) of Public Law 95-625 provided that the Na Hoa Pili
O Kaloko~-Honokdhau Advisory Commission would terminate within
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ten years of the enactment of Public Law 95-625. Public Law 95-625
was enacted in November 1978. Since more than ten years have
passed since the date of enactment of this statute, the National Park
Service cannot use Public Law 95-625 as the basis for establishing the
Na Hoa Pili O Kaloko-Honokohau Advisory Commission.

Since February 1993, the Department of the Interior and the National
Park Service have not been able to sponsor the establishment of an
advisory commission for Kaloko-Honokdhau National Historical Park.
Executive Order 12838, issued February 10, 1993 and entitled
Termination and Limitation of Federal Advisory Commiitees, places
restrictions and limitations on all federal executive departments and
agencies with regard to sponsoring the continuation or establishment
of federal advisory committees. As part of the federal executive
branch, the National Park Service must comply with the provisions of
this executive order (see Appendix A for the full text).

To address this situation, Congressional representatives have proposed
legislation in both the House of Representatives and in the Senate.
This legislation has passed in both the House and the Senate. If
enacted, it would allow the National Park Service to establish the Na
Hoa Pili O Kaloko-Honokdhau Advisory Commission.

7.

During the development of the d-aft general management plan, the
Park Superintendent, Pacific Area Director, and the Park Planner met
with and received input from several organizations interested in the
future use and development of Kaloko-Honok8hau National Historical
Park. Your group, Na Kokua Kaloko-Honokdhau, Inc., was the only
organization who sought to establish a formal working partnership
arrangement with the National Park Service as a development and
management consultant for the national park. Under that
arrangement, your objective seemed to be to authorize yourself to act
on behalf of all Hawaiian groups with regard to the development of
Kaloko-Honok0hau National Historical Park, Your stated agenda
included recommendations for facilities, operations, and programs at
the national historical park to be under the administration of Na
Kokua Kaloko-HonokShau, The National Park Service was not able
to use your organization as exclusive consultants as there is no
authority to permit a private, non-profit group to be the planners and
managers of Kaloko-Honokdhau National Historical Park,

As with other organizations and individuals interested in the future
use and development of Kaloko-Honokdhau National Historical Park,
the NPS met with Na Kokua several times during the development of
the draft plan. When invited, a NPS representative attended your
regularly scheduled meetings. The Pacific Area Director, the Park
Planner, and the Superintendent, at your invitation, attended the Na
Kokua sponsored workshop at Kamehameha Schools in March 1992,
At that workshop we requested your assistance regarding what kinds
of functions and activities you felt should take place at the proposed
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cultural education complex and the visitor orientation center. Na
Kokua subsequently provided NPS with a written response to that
request consisting of recommendations for the overall planning and
development of the national historical park. These recommendations
and comments were all carefully considered during the development
of the draft plan. Those concerning the live-in area were particularly
thoughtful and, except for your recommended focation for that
development, are entirely in accord with the plan’s proposed action.
When that facility is designed and built, many of vyour
recommendations will likely be fo]lowed Your assistance here has
been much appreciated.

8.

Public Law 92-346 directed the Secretary of the Interior to study the
feasibility and desirability of the Honokdhau Settlement National
Historic Landmark becoming a unit of the national park system. It
required the Secretary to submit a report of his findings from that
study to the President and the Congress. Public Law 92-346 also
established a Honokghau Study Advisory Commission and directed the
Secretary to consult with that advisory commission with respect to
matters relating to that study (see plan Appendix A for the full text of
Public Law 92-346).

The 1974 study report, Spirit of Ka-loko Hong~kd-hau, containing the
Secretary’s findings was subsequently submitted to Congress for its
consideration. That done, Public Law 92-346 had fulfilled -its
intended purpose. Congress responded to Public Law 92-346 and the
Spirit report’s findings and recommendations by passing Public Law
95625, which thereafter became the National Park Service’s mandate
with regard to the operation, development and management of
Kaloko-Honokshau National Historical Park.

9, :
Section 505(e) of Public Law 95-623 authorizes and directs the
Secretary (the National Park Service) to employ native Hawaiians at
- Kaloko-Honokohau National Historical Park as appropriate. The
National Park Service is doing this. To date, a total of 42 people have
been hired at the park as employees of the National Park Service.
Nineteen, or about 47 percent, are native Hawaiian as defined by
Public Law 95-625.

In addition, the Superintendent has set aside a portion of the national
historical park’s budget to hire Hawaiian students using the Federal
Cooperative Education Program. The purpose of this program is to -
provide these individuals with both part-time employment at the
national park and partial funding to pursue university degrees in
park-related fields such as anthropology, archeology, biology, or other
natural sciences. When they have completed their degree
requirements, these students can be automatically converted .to
permanent full-time NPS employees in professional positions, These
Hawaiians will have advancement potential throughout the national
park system.
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THE PAHE'EHE'E RIDGE ASSOCIATION
Charles M. Ka'ai'ai, President
1505 Alexander Street, #903
Honolulu, Hawai'i 86822
Phone 943-2565

November 25, 1992

Gary Barbano, Park Planner

National Park Service

Pacific Area Office RECE“IED
300 Ala Mecana Blvd,. :
Box 50165 NOV 30 1992

Honcluiu, Hawaii 96850

Aloha Mr. Barbano, PACIFIC AREA OFFICE

Let me begin by saying that we disagree on a fundamental
level. The Department of the Interior, of which the National
Park Service is an agency, operates under great conflicts of
interest. The Secretary of the Interior must often make
compromise decisions based upon the recommendations of its
agencies, the political patronage system, and special interest
groups. Suffice it to say that, even with trust and/or oversight
responsibility for native americans, the native interest is
rarely adequately served. This is the basic failure of Interior
How can it be in the national interest to allow the wasting of
natural resources to line the pockets of the few? '

The Draft Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement of
the Kaloko-Honokohau National Park undermines the community and
native efforts to assist in the planning for a cultural park.

The efforts of Na Kokua Kaloko-Honokohau in proposing the
establishment of a national cultural park -in 1974 seems to have
been completely dismissed in favor of the standard national park
development process. In 1872, the National Park system was begun
with Yellowstone Act to set aside a wilderness area for the
benefit of and enjoyment of the people. In 1816 the National
Park Service was established to conserve the scenery and natural
and historic objects, and wildlife therein, in such manner and by
such means as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of
future gensrations. Since the inception of the National Park
Service many._changes have been made. The NPS now manages and
maintains Historical Parks and Monuments. It is time that
another level of management be implemented, reflecting a greater
cultural and spiritual sensitivity. The service maintains areas
for the enjoyment of people: recreation. Recreate means "to
create anew, restore.” For people, that clearty indicates a
spiritual renewal. B8y implementing the 1974-Spirit of Kaloke:-
HonoKehay, Hawai'i and Hawai®i's people can share with others the
the long-practiced understanding and spirituality of this area.
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The treatment of Kaloko-Honokohau demonstrates the continued
effort of Interior to disinherit native americans and short-
change the american public. Kaloko-Honokohau is an active,
surviving Ko'a-~a benign, environmentally appropriate,
ecolegically sound management of fish and fishing grounds.

Kanaka Maoli practice a subtle and sensitive manipulation of the
environment that is harmcnious with natural forces. This harmony
with nature is the manifestation of spirituality and reverence
for the ‘aina--land, the place that feeds you. How can you seek
te replace a vital resource management strategy, that has been
effective and productive for over a thousand years, with a scheme
that is as mundane and wasteful of resources as "visitor
services?” What an educational experience, “Six dollars

please..., park on the right..., slide show every hour..., have a
coke. .., buy a scuvenir..., don’t step off the path..., throw
your trash here..., they were a stone age people, you see..., see

you next year.,..”

Apply the concept of "historical preservation” to another
location--what would happen to the existing culture? Apply this
concept to an economically marginal area of New York City--

“...stabilize..,, ...preserve as is..., ...controlled scientific
study..., ...formal guided tours..., ...formal talk sessions...,
..a modest replica of (New York}) village..., ...communicate to
visitors various aspects of traditional (New York) tife..., ...a
glimpse of ancient New York 1ife..,., ...allow five year leases to
existing tenants...." It's ridiculous, and unfair to the culture

existing there now. And, what is gained in the national
interest?

Apparently, native Hawaiians have not assimilated or
disappeared satisfactorily for the National Park Service. It is
time to get rid of them. It would not do to have a learned
scholar theorize about Hawaiian culture in stirring scientific
“terminology only to have some common native dispute his findings.
"Historical Preservation,” as used by the department of Interior,
is genocidal. It uses the guise of "preserve and protect” to
appropriate native lands, the native economy and native cuiture
for the national interest, i1i.&., "visitor services,” "o0i1l
exploration,”™ "re-forestation,” "harbor improvement,” “wetland
reclamation,” etc. This results in the wholesale displacement of
native americans and the disruption of an envircnment specific
natural order that has survived and flourished for well over a
thousand yvears. What 1s the choice left for displaced native
americans? We must assimilate and die. There is no other
homeland where native american culture survives. Immigrant
americans emigrated to america, their native culture survives and
thrives in the homeland that they left. Immigrant americans
proudly hold onto their ethnicity and impose inappropriate values
and traditions upon the american environment. Many of these
traditions are wasteful and unproductive, a luxury of
familiarity, something from the old country. This same luxury of

2
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familiarity is prohibited for native americans, often persecuted,
resulting in the loss of distinct egnvironment-specific knowledge
and practices, culture., The loss of a distinct culture is the
loss of a peopnle. This is genocide.

At this point, all detailed planning for Kaloko-Honokohau
should be stopped until a commission can be established to
implement the spiritual and cultural aspects of this area. An
investigation should be begun to understand the process that
allowed the subversion of the original 1974 proposal by Na Kockua
Kaloko-Honokohau, Public taw 95-625 and the 1991 Hearing process.
Acquisition of the neighboring parcels should continue. The
efforts to protect the environment and natural resources should
be implemented to prevent the degradation of the physical
resources.,

Kaloko-Honokohau can represent a new direction for the
National PFark Service--away from nature as entertainment and
toward spiritual appreciation of nature for recreation, away from
preservation to an understanding and appreciation of dynamic
natural processes.

O.-au hg, me ka oia'i'o i
ai

rles M, Ka‘ai'

¢¢: Fred Cachola
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Response to the Pahe’ehe’e Ridge Association

1.
See responses #1, #2, and #7 to State Senator Malama Solomon’s
written testimony of October 26, 1992.
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Waiohuli-Keokea Homesteaders Inc.
N. Tasha Kama, President
715 Kilihau Place
Wailuku, Maui, Hawai'i 96793
December 1, 1992

Mr. Bryan Harry, Superintendent

National Park Service, Pacific Region
United States Department of Interior
Prince Kuhio Federal Building ’
300 Ala Moana, Reoam 6305

Honolulu, Hawai'i 96813

Dear Mr. Haxry,

Herewith is our group's WRITTEN TESTIMGNY pursuant to the October 29, 1992, Ho-
nolulu public hearing on the subject of the Kaloko-lionckohau National
Historical Park.

Cur group supports Na Kokua Kaloko-Honokohau's reccmmendations that the 1,000~
acre Kaloko-Honokohau National Historical Park be planned, developed, operated
and managed by kanaka maoli (native Hawai'ians) as a place where:

1} The indigenous culture is sustained and re—created;

2} Kanaka maoli stay in touch with ancestral spiritual values; and

3) Kanaké maoli tell their story in their own way.

We urge the National Park Service to restore a cultural designation to the park,
i.e., to: Kalcko-Honokchau Wational Cultural Park.

We do NOT favor the draft General Management Plan/Envirommental Impact Statement 2
which the National Park Service distributed for public review this past summer.

In summary, our group supports the concept of the Kalcko-lionokchau area being a
cultural park with a focus on native Hawai'ians and their lifestyle -~ and not a 3
historical park targeted toward tourists.

Respectfully submitted,
f/]xj‘f/7 et Az }4/ “/‘))27) 1‘(

Catherine Kekoa Enciwoto
Representative '
Waiohuli-Keckea Homesteaders Inc. RECEIVE“

DEC 1992

PACIFIC AREA OFFICE
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1003 Lowell Place
_Honolulu, Hawai'i 96817

cc: United States Senator Daniel Inouye
United States Senator Daniel Akaka

United States Congresswoman Patsy Mink
United States Congressman Neil Abercrombie
Governor John Waihe'e, State of Hawai'i

247

Page 2



Response to Waiohuli-Keokea Homesteaders Inc.

1.
See response #3 to the written testimony of State Senator Malama
Solomon.

2. _
Comment noted.

3.

We agree that Congress, in establishing Kaloko-Honokdhau as a
national historical park,intended it to be a place where the focus is to
be on the traditional native Hawaiian culture. Congress also intended,
however, that Kaloko-Honokdhau be a place where local residents and
visitors could come to enjoy, appreciate, and be educated by that
culture.
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MARK A. MASSARA, ESQ.
Surfrider Foundation Legal Office
1642 Great Highway
San Francisco, California 94122
#415-665~7008
Fax #415-665-9008

Mr. Gary Barbano November 19, 1992
Park Planner .

National Park Service

Pacific Area Office

300 Ala Moana Blvd.

Box 50165

Honolulu, Hi. 96850

Re: Comments on Draft EIS/GMP for Kaloko-Honokohau
National Historical Park
Hawaii County, Hawaiil

Dear Mr. Barbano:

I represent Surfrider Foundation, an international nonprofit
organization engaged in the protection and enhancement of coastal
environments. I attended the recent public hearing at the old Kona
airport building on October 26, 1992 and below are Surfrider
Foundation’s comments on the Draft EIS/GMP for Kaloko-~Honokohau
National Historical Park.

First, Surfrider Foundation supports fully and concurs
completely with those statements made at the hearing in support of
the Pai Ohana and the importance of retaining as much indigenous
integrity as possible. Until Hawaiian cultural issues are sguarely
addressed the GMP is deficient. Surfrider in particular concurs
with the statements made by the Office of Hawaiian Affairs and
Hawaii State Representative Virginia Isbell. If the National Park
Service is truly committed to creation of a cultural, historical
park at Kaloko-Honokchau then it is imperative that local Hawaiians
be given an opportunity to determine salient features of the park’s
functions and operations. : '

Second, and with respect to the EIS element of the draft
document, severe deficiencies are apparent. As you are aware, an
Environmental Impact Statement is required to evaluate potential
significant environmental impacts which may result from the project
as well as investigate mitigation measures and alternatives.
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Kaloko-Honokohau lLetter
Page Two

Your proposed EIS fails completely to satisfy this charge.
Your analysis of environmental damage related to your proposed
construction of visitor serving facilities at the park_ is
nonexistent. Your description of environmental damage likely to
result from the construction of the proposed massive resort
developments at Pine Trees and Ofoma, adjacent to the park, at
pages 53, 113-14, does not even consider major obviocus impacts such
as the affects of pesticide laden dust blow off from proposed golf
courses to archeoclogy sites and degradation of nearshore water
guality due to an estimated two million gallons of pesticide laden
runoff dally from irrigation of proposed golf courses. What about
other obvious environmental impacts such as traffic and garbage and
sewage disposal, all of which will affect the integrity of the park
if the planned resorts are constructed.

Further, an EIS should identify alternatives. For many years
Surfrider and numerous local groups have urged Congress to
facilitate acguisition of the adjacent Pine Trees and O‘oma parcels
in their entirety in order to preserve the area in its current
natural state and to expand the park to its logical natural
boundaries. The Park’s failure to even consider these acquisitions
in the reguired alternatives discussion fails to satisfy the
requirements of the National Environmental Protection Act (NEPA).

Until adverse environmental impacts to water guality and land
resources related to the proposed development of the park and
analysis of cumulative impacts related to proposed resort
developments adjacent to the park are undertaken, the EIS remains
fatally defective. In addition, the required alternatives
discussion is defective for lack of a discussion of acquisition of
the adjacent parcels in order to mitigate the massive environmental
impacts associated with the proposed adjacent developments.

Please Kkeep Surfrider appraised of the progress of this
project. Do not hesitate to call me if I can provide you with any
further information.

Sincerely,

RECE‘VED Mark A. Massara

PACIFIC AREA OFFICE
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Response to Mark A. Massara

1.
See response #1 to the Office of Hawaiian Affairs and State
Representative Yirginia Isbell.

2.

The environmental impacts as a consequence of the proposed action
were discussed on pages 136-145 of the draft general management
plan/environmental impact statement, This entire discussion is found
on pages 134-144 of the plan.

3.

Cumulative effects — effects of the proposed action added to the
effects of other reasonably foreseeable plans, projects, and activities
in the region — are discussed on page.145 of the plan.

4, _ .

These lands are located outside of the Congressionally authorized
boundaries of Kaloko-HonokShau;, moreover, the National Park
Service has no plans to include them within the park in the foreseeable
future. Consequently, their addition to the national historical park
was not considered as an alternative during the preparation of this
general management plan/environmental impact statement. There is
no National Environmental Policy Act requirement that NPS consider
lands outside of authorized park boundaries as additions in the
preparation of NEPA compliance for a general management plan,
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